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or THE 


AU * H E R 


on * | 
The Divine 88 of Moſes, Ser. 


on two very important Sub- 

ea, and had the Honour to 
be favourably heard, it muſt needs be a 
ſufficient Mortification to me to be obli- 
ged to deſcend to fo low a Subject as my- 
Felf. That, and the Deference due to the 


Public, 
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LY Public, had a reſtrained this Ap- 


peal to it, had the Matter terminated 
there. But when the Accuſation intended 
againſt me appeared viſibly deſigned to 
render a prqjected Defence of Revelation 
ſuſpected; which, I will preſume (and, as 
the Author of it, the Reader will excuſe 
me for preſuming) may be of ſome {mall 
Service to our Holy Faith, I thought it 


my Duty to vindicate myſelf in this pd- 
blic Manner, from the horrid Accuſations 


of a Letter Writer in the Weekly Miſcella- 


ny of the 24 of February laſt. Whe- 
ther this was the true Motive of this Vin- 


dication will be beſt ſeen by the Temper 
in which it is written. The Letter Wri- 
ter begins with me in this Manner, A late 
Writer, the Author of the Divine Legation 


ef Moſes, Sc. is very ſevere upon ALL Cler- 
 gymen who take the Liberty, of cenſuring 


the Conduct of ANY OF THEIR BRE- 
THREN. The Paſſage, on which this Ac- 
cuſation is founded, is in p. 21. of the 
Dedication. 1 appeal then to the Pu. 
lic, whether my Severity falls on thoſe 
who qv the Conduct of any of their 


Brethren: 


+ - 
Brethren: or on thoſe, who abuſe the the 
whole Body of the Clergy, confidered as an 


Order inſtituted by Chri : and * iſped 
by the State. 


_- ble goes „ 3 
underſtanding the Meaning and Drift of 
his Book, be bad Reaſen to apprehend it 
might draw upon him the Cenſures of all 
the Clergy who are fmeere Friends to Chri- 
ſtianity therefore it might. be politic to 
obviate the Force of ſuch Animadver ſions 
before-band. Had I been conſcious of de- 
ſerving the Cenſure of any honeſt Man, 
I had done, like thoſe wt delight in 
Miſchief; I had wounded in the Dark. 
But when I choſe to write without a 
Name, it was for very contrary Purpoſes. 
When I preſumed to publiſh (in Defence 
of the Eſtabliſhed Clergy) a. Vindication 
of the Church of England, under the Ti- 
tle of The Alliance between Church and 
State, which ſurely might deſerve their 
Pardon, left the World ſhould imagine 1 
expected more, I put it out without my 
Name. And now writing in the com- 


mon 


[ 8 1 Us 
mon Cauſe of Chriftianity, 1 have pub- | 
liely owned it. For if ever the Suſpi- 
cion of being aſhamed of the Faith of 
Teſus be more carefully to be avoided at 
one time than at another, it muſt certain- 
ly be in this, when Infidelity is become ſo 
reputable as to be eſteemed a Teſt of ſu- 
* yank and Diſcernment. 


add, that if 
be jacks means to 0 find Chriſtianity, be 


hath publiſhed the weakeſt Defence of it 
that I have ever read. How are we to 
underſtand him here? Muſt we rectify 


the Propoſition thus, — Tf the Aut bor 
gives this Volume as a Defence of Chriſti- 
anity, then it is the weakeſt? — The 
Conſequence will then indeed be true. 
But I had cut off all Pretence for begging 
the Premiſſes. For I have formally and 
expreſsly faid in the Beginning, and re- 
peated it towards the End, that the De- 
ſign of this Volume was only preparatory 
to the Defence of Revelation, and to prove 
tbe uſe of” Religion in general, and the Do- 
ine of a future State in particular to Ci- 


vil 


[9] 


wil Society. And had I not faid this, the 
Book itſelf would ſhew that it is no more 
a Defence of Chriſtianity than the firſt 


Propoſition of the three Ferm is a Syllo- 
giſm. 5 


But if the Letter Writer means, what 
his Words expreſs, —— That if I have a 
ſerious Purpoſe of defending Chriſtianity, 

| this Volume is the weakeſt Defence? his 
Premiſſes will be true indeed, but then 
they will have no relation to his Con- 
cluſion. For it does not follow from 
thoſe Premiſſes, that this is any Defence 
at all; any more than that, if I had a ſe- 
rious Purpoſe of building a Houſe, the 

Foundation- ſtones were that Houle, 


2 


The Deference due to the Public, from 
; ſo obſcure a Writer as myſelf, was the 
ö true Reaſon why this firſt Part came out 
ſeparately; the Author not preſuming to 
obtrude a voluminous Work upon it till 
he had ſome Aſſurance of its Willing - 
neſs to receive it. But the ſame regard 
that obliged me to this Conduct, would 


B not 


[ 10 ] 

not ſuffer me to make a Secret of the 
Medium by which I pretended to eſta- 
1 bliſh my Demonſtration, eſpecially as it 
2M had the Fortune to be generally eſteem'd 
| a Paradox. I therefore gave the Proof in 
form two Years ago in the Appendix to 
The Alliance between Church and State. 
There it is to be found; and had the Let- 
ter Writer, inſtead of. indulging his mon- 
ſtrous Suſpicions of the Author, turned 
himſelf to making Objections to his Ar- 
gument, he might poſlibly have then as 
much ſerved Truth as he now has vio- 
lated Charity. 


He goes on, — He is a warmer Advocate 
for Dr. who denies the Divine Inſpira- 
tion of the Scriptures than for the Scriptures 
themſelves. How warm an Advocate I am 
for him we ſhall ſee by and by; how Zrue 
an Accuſer the Letter Writer is of him we 
ſhall examine at preſent. Dr. — fays,- 
it is NECESSARY 70 believe of the Scri- 


* Remarks on a Reply to the Defence of a Let- 
ter to Dr. V. p. 69. 


ptures 


£8821 

ptures in general that they are divinely in- 
ſpired; and that all which he denies is, 
that the Scriptures are of abſolute and uni- 
verſal Inſpiration*. He ſhews that Til- 
lotſon and Grotius were of the ſame Opi- 
nion, who, he charitably preſumes, were 
Chriſtians. And as he tells his Friends 
and Acquaintance the ſame he tells the 
Public, the Letter Writer muſt excuſe me, 
if I believe a Man whoſe Candour, Since- 
rity, Benevolence, and Charity I have ex- 
perienced, before him, who has not given 
me the Pleaſfire of remarking in him any 
of thoſe Chriſtian Qualities. 


But I would not have the Letter Wri- 
ter infer, that, becauſe he has been plea- 
ſed to make me Dr. —*s Advocate, I am 
to be reſponſible for his Opinions. I dif- 
fer widely from him in the Matter of In- 
ſpiration, and as widely in ſome others, 


But we can differ from each other, and 
avow and maintain our Difference of Q- 


Remarks on a Reply to the Defence of a Letter 
to Dr. W. p. 70, 


B 2 pinion 


6 


1 12 
pinion withaut Violation of common Hu- 
manity, Friendſhip, or Chriſtian Chari- 
ty. I will give the Letter Writer ano- 
ther Inſtance of Difference in Opinion be- 
tween us, from this very Book he ſo 
much condemns. The Writer of the De- 


fence of the Letter to Dr. M. p. 45. 
| ſays - 


Is the Notion of the Divine O- 
rigin of the Law and Inſpiration of Moſes 
to be reſolved into Fiction, or Fable, or Po- 


litical Lying? No, far be it from me 10 


think or ſay ſo, But this perhaps one may 
venture to ſay, that the Suppoſition of ſome 


Degree of ſuch Fiction may poſſibly be found 
neceſſary to the Johomg the Difficulties of 
tbe Moſaic Writings without any Hurt to 


their Authority, or 9 to Inſidelity. 


1 am, as I fay, of a different Opinion, 


The Writer endeavours to ſupport his by 
pr. Arguments; amongſt which one 
s, the Profeſſions and Example of the an- 
L 5 Sages and Legiſlators, Now, in the 
ſecond Section of my Third Book I have 
inquired into the Principles that induced 
the ancient Sages and Legiſlators to deem 
it awful to deceive for the Public Good ; 
in 


[ 13 ] 
in the Diſcovery of which, I think, T have 
made ur. evident that theſe Reaſons ar Prin- 
ciples could have no Place amongſt the 
Founders and Propagators of the Fewiſb 
and Chriftian Religions. This Truth (as 
well as ſeveral others interſperſed through- 
out this Firſt Volume, and which may 
perhaps give Offence. to the indiſcreet 
| Zeal of the Letter Writer) is in my next 
Volume applied and inforced to the Over- 
throwing that Opinion that ſome Degree 
of Ficłion may be neceſſary,” &c. And even 
in bis J could not forbear, in the moſt 
* conſpicuous Place of my Book, to ſhew 
the Uſe of it, as may be ſeen by theſe 
Words of the Contents, B. 3. 8. 2. —— 
The Principles, that induced the antient 
Sages to deem it lawful to deceive for Pu- 
blic Good in Matters of Religion, are ex- 
plained AND SHEWN TO BE 8UCH AS HAD 
No PLACE IN THE PROPAGATION OR 


GeNivs oF THE JEWISH AND CHRISTIAN 
RELIGION, 


But I am a warm Advocate for Dr. — 


" what? I have called him 4 very for- 
midable 


[ 14 ] 
midable Adverſary to the Free Thinkers. 
And I think I had Reaſon: For the Ar- 
guments he hath uſed for the TRUTH of 
Chriſtianity agaigſt Tindal have never yet 
been anſwered by them, nor I think ever 
can. I ſay for the Truth of Chriſtianity, 
for his Reaſonings from p. 59. to 64. * re- 
late only to its Truth, and can be under- 
ſtood in no other Senſe. After this, to 
think he would have Cbriſtianity ſupport- 
ed only becauſe it is uſeful, is fuch a Way 
of interpreting a Writer as my Charity 

will never ſuffer to follow. 


The Opinion I have of Dr. — 's A- 
bilities, and of the Sincerity of his Pro- 
feſſions, were the true Reaſons of that 
Eſteem I expreſs for him; being deſirous 
of allaying all Diſguſt, if any hath ariſen 
1n him, from the Treatment of his leſs 
candid Adverſaries; and of engaging him 
to a further and more compleat Vindica- © 
tion of our Holy Faith, at a Time when 
the good Diſpoſitions of the meaneſt Ad- 


* Letter to Dr. V. 
yocate 


[ x5 ] 
vocate for Revelation ſhould not, I think, 
in Prudence be diſcouraged: Nay, was 1 


ſo unhappy to think of Dr. — as the 


Letter Writer is diſpoſed to do, I ſhould 
yet be inclined to behave myſelf very dif- 
ferently towards him. I ſhould be ſo 
far from eſtranging him further from the 
Faith by uncharicable Anathemas, that I 
ſhould do all I could to court and allure 
him to Cbriſtianity, by thinking well of its 
Profeſſors. Thus much, I conceive, Chri- 
tian Charity would require; and how 
far Chriſtian Policy would perſuade, let 
the Learned ſay, who know what Orna- 
ment his Pen would be to the Chriſtian 
Faith, and his Acquarntance of what Ex- | 
ample his Morals to Chriſtian Practice. 1 


But the Letter Writer, having taken it 13 
into his Head, that Dr. s true Sen= |} 
timents are, that Chriſtianity can only be 1 

defended as uſeful in the preſent Circum- I 
ſtances of Life, makes, as it would ſeem, | 
this Imagination the Key to my real Senti- 
ments and Deſigns in defending Revelation. 
Hence thoſe ſtrange Expreſſions, — JI 


am 


1 yas] 
am capable of underſtanding the Meaning 
and Drift of bis Book —— be muſt excaſe 
me, if I Juſt his Faith and condemn 
ä Bis Book This I am ſure of, the Au- 
[| thor muſt be a ſubtile Enemy to Revela- 
| tion, or à very indiſcreet Friend T 
muſt own he has left me in no Doubt. Now 
if thoſe be Dr. s true Sentiments, 
which yet I no more believe than that 
Tindal was a Chriſtian in his Heart, I 
ſhall not ſcruple to ſay that he whom I 
1 called one of the moſt formidable of the 
Free-Thinkers Adverſaries, is indeed one 
of the weakeſt and moſt contemptible. 
But if they be mine, after all I have ſaid 
in this Volume, I will not ſcruple to fay, 
that That Character would be far too 
mild for me; and that it would be but 
N Juſtice to eſteem me the moſt aban- 
I doned Writer that ever appeared in any 
F Cauſe. 


* 9. ** 
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Let us now take this Key, and apply i it 


to what I have written — And it will in- 
deed throughly ſerve the Letter Writer's 
declared Purpoſe to leſſen my Credit. For 

5 it 


e ee e ee 


17 
it will make the whole Volume a Heap 
of Abſurdities and Contradictions. But lay 
aſide this viſionary Key, and let me be in- 
terpreted by thoſe common Roles chat all 
Mankind have ever uſed in underſtanding 
one another, and then it will be ſeen 1 
could not poſlibly have had any other 
Intention than To PRovE Mosts To BE 
A TRUE PROPHET SENT IMMEDIATELY 


AND EXTRAORDINARILY FROM GoD.— 


I pretend to do it from Moſes's Omiſſion 
of the Doctrine of a future State; which 
under an unequal Providence, is (as I 
have ſhewn in this Book, that being the 
only End of writing ir) abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary to Society. From whence I con- 
elude Moſes's Pretentions were true: 
who aſſured the 1/razlites that God had 
choſen them to be his People, had con- 
deſcended to be their King, and would, 
conſequently, govern them by an ENA, 
that is an EXTRAORDINARY PROVIDENCE; 
which Concluſion (that appears almoſt 
ſelf. evident) I employ my ſecond Volume 
to ſupport, illuſtrate, and free from Ob- 
jections. 


C Hence 
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| Hence it t appears on what. Account. 1 

10 much inſiſt on the Uſefulneſs and Ne- 
ceſſity of Religion in general, and the 
Doctrine of a future State in particular to 
Society. The Courſe of my Argument, 
and all the Rules of Logic obliged me to 
this Conduct: And indeed I "$i th it the 
peculiar Happineſs of my Argument that 
| = did ſo; for I ſuppoſe, till the Infi- 
Aels be convinced that Religion is 206ful 


to civil Society, they will never be brought 
to believe it fue. 
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I now haſt to the other Part of the 
Letter-writer's Charge, leſt he _ ſhould 
be tempted, in his Impatience, to repeat 
it; and ſay again, that I am a warmer 
Advocate for Dr. than for the Scrip- 
tures. The Reader, who has never ſeen 
my Book will naturally conclude, from 

theſe Words, that either I had undervalu'd- 
Scripture, or at leaſt neglected a fair Op- 
portunity of vindicating it. He will 
be ſurpriſed to be told that the latter 
Part of the Charge was only for compleat- 
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ang the Antithefis. So indeed it appears to 
ſelf. 


There are but two Places in this Vo- 
lume, in which I had Occaſion to make 
Obſervations on the Scripture; the one 
is at p. 117. where I endeavour to ſhew 
that the Argument which the Commen- 
tators uſe to prove the Pentateuch (againſt 
Spinoſa and others) to be written by 


the New Teſtament does not contain any 


regular or compleat Syſtem or Digeſt of mo- 


ral Laws; the occaſional Precepts there de- 
livered, how excellent and divine ſoever, 
arifing only from Conjunctures and Circum- 


ftances that were the Subjects of thoſe 


Preachings or Writings, in which ſuch Pre- 


cepts are found. For the reſt, for a gene- 
ral Knowledge of the whole Body of moral 
Duty, the great Pandect of the Law of 


Nature is held open by it to be ſearched 
and ſtudied, Finally, ſays the Apoſtle Pat, 
whatſoever Things are true, Ge.” 


I ws 


me; but che Reader ſhall judge for hin- 


Moſes, is a very ſtrong and ſolid one. | 
The other is at p. 83. where I fay, that 


[29]! 


| l TI fuppoſe then, if the Letter Writer 
St had any particular Meaning, this was 


: $ = . . . o 
+ | | the Place that was to juſtify him in ſaying 
4 that 1 was no warm Advocate for the 
1 : 2 + 
Ul Scriptures. But does the New Teflament 


contain any ſuch compleat or regular 
Syſtem? will the Letter Writer ſay ſo? 
will any one beſides ſay ſo? How weak 
and indiſcreet a Friend ſoever he may pleaſe 

ö to think me of Religion, I will aſſure the 
Reader, that as I make it one Point of my 
| Religion to ſay nothing but what I think 
14 the Truth, ſo I do not uſe to throw about 
Ki thoſe Truths at random. The Obſerva- 
1 tion was here neceſſary to overthrow the 
molt pernicious Doctrine that ever in- 
fected Society. If it was true, then, it 
was not untimely urged. But had the 
Letter Writer had a little Patience he would 
have ſeen in the ſecond Volume (as that 
will be the Caſe of many other Truths 
interſperſed throughout the firſt) that, 
by the Aſſiſtance of this very Truth, I 
overthrow a prevailing Notion, which I 
ſuppoſe He, no more | than J, will think 
By very 


{22 ] 
very orthodox, namely that Chriſtianity 


is-ONLY @ Republication 1 the ein 1 
Nature. | 82 


This, I can aſſure the Reader, is the 
Caſe of all other Principles occaſionally 
laid down in this firſt Volume, which are 
not only here uſed to prove the Uſefulneſs 
and Truth of Religion in general, but 
are in the next Volume applied to prove 4 
the Truth of Revelation in particular. To = 
give one Inſtance at preſent, in the fixth 
Section of the ſecond Book, I have at- 
tempted to explain the Nature of Pa- 
ganiſm, as diſtinguiſhed from true Reve- | 
lation; where I have ſhewn, that tho' | 
they abounded in pretended Revelations 
they were utter Strangers to the Idea of | 
one Revelation's being founded upon, or 
the Completian of another. This Prin- 
_ ciple I apply and inforce in the ſecond 
Volume againſt the fourth Chapter of 
Collins's Grounds and Reaſons of the 
Chriſtian Religion, where he lays it down 
for one of his fundamental Principles 
(againſt all Antiquity and Fact) at it zs 
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4 common and neceſſary Method for new 
Revelations to be built 5 on 
Precedent Revelations. See p. 20—256. 


- The Letter Writer proceeds —— Mr. 


Warburton modeſtly ſays, they [the Englith 


Clergy] bave undertaken to prove Chrifti- 
anity without underſtanding it. As in the 
Caſe before, about cenſuring the Conduct 
of Clergymen, the Letter Writer turned 
what I faid in general of the Body, par- 
ticularly, to Individuals; fo here, by a 
ſtrange Perverfity, he turns what I ſaid 
particularly of ſome certain Perſons, ge- 
nerally, to the Engliſh Clergy. My Words 
are theſe p. 2. bo, in this long Contro- 
verſy between us and the Deiſts, hath not 
applied to certain late Advocates of Reve- 
lation what was formerly ſaid of Arno- 
bius and Lactantius, that they under- 


took the Defence of Cbriſtianity before bd 
underſtood it? 


But have none but Engliſhmen wrote of 
late in Defence of Chriftiamty? Have no 
Engliſh Men but the Engliſh Clergy wrote 


in 


[ 23 ] 
in Defenſe of it? If "neither of theſe 
Queſtions can be anſwered in the Nega- 
tive, I would aſk a third, hat poſſefied 
the Letter Writer to bear Witneſs againſt 
me, to the World, that 1 have any where 
ſaid that the Engliſh Clergy have under. 
taken to prove Chriftianity without under- 


ſtanding it? I ſolemnly declare that in the 


Paſſage above quoted I meant: no Engliſb 
Clergyman whatſoever. So far from 


that, J expreſsly ſay in p. 19 of the Dedi- 


cation, that the Clergy of the eftabliſhed 
Church are they who have been principally 
_ watchful in the common Canſe of Chriſti- 
anity, and MosT SUCCESSFUL in repelling 
the Inſults of its Enemies. I muſt appeal 
then, this /econd Tk; to the Falle * 


Juſtice. 


As I was cold in Pefents of Scripture 
in general, ſo my next Charge is, that I 
have undervalued the Evidence ariſing 
from Miracles, Would the Reader know 
how? —— Hardly, by faying, as I ex- 
preſsly do p. 3. that Men have proved our 
Rell, gion actual divine thereby. But this 


Went 
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went For nothing, becauſe I ſaid in the 


ſame Place, that the external Evidence 


(in which Miracles are included) is not 
capable of firict Demonſtration; but that 
the Internal is. Now here might be 
ſome: Pretence for ſaying I over valued in- 
ternal Evidence: But by what Kind of 
Logic: ĩt could be inferred that, therefore, 
af. ———— enen 1 88 not. 


I: The Letter Writer next turns FR it 
would ſeem) from me to thoſe who deny 
'#be Divinity © of Chriſt, the Merits of his 
Death, the Obligation and Effects of the 
Sacraments, and the Doctrine of Grace. 
But it is but ſeeming. He appears willing 
that theſe falſe Opinions ſhould be thought 


mine. For having charged me with bhor- 


rid Crimes, without Shadow of Proof or 
Probability, he would cover the Scandal 
by inſinuating me guilty, of Heterodoxy ; 
or why elſe did he lead his Reader to the 
very Door of Calumny, by artfully 
joining me, as under valuing Miracles, to 
one of theſe, who he ſays denies the Truth 
of one of them: 
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Dit * 1 Writer ſhould | have con- 
fidered, if this was his Deſign, chat in 
this very Book I affirm more than once or 
twice, that the Dwirrine of Redemption is 
the Foundation, and of the very Eſſence 
of Chriſtianity. He ſhould have known 
that all or moſt of thoſe true Chriſtian 
Doctrines mentioned above, are contained 
in the N of Redempti on. 


There are, and thoſe Mo Giicere 
Chriſtians too, who would have taken the 
Names of Infidel and Heretic for Favours 
at the Hand of the Letter Writer. But I 
am of a different Humour. Theſe Titles 
have no Charms for me. I have lived 
ſome Time in the World; and, bleſſed be 
Gop, without giving or taking Offence. 
This Time has been ſpent in my Pariſh 
Church (for I am a Country Clergyman, 
and reſide conſtantly on my Cure) in the 
Service of my Neighbour, in my Study, 
and i in the Offices of filial Piety, 


D « With 


[ ho 1 


© With lenient Arts t extend a Mother 8 
Breath, 


« Make Languor ſmile, and ſmooth the 
Bed of Death, 

* Explore the Thought, explain the 
aſking Eye, 

* And keep awhile one Parent from the 
Sky. 


Exceſs of Zeal in ſuch as the Letter Wri. 
ter, and Defect of Religion in others of 
better Breeding, ſa efface theſe Feelings of 
Nature, that I could hardly have known 
how to have told them, had I not both 
the Example and the fine Words too, of 
one ef the politeſt Men of the Age to 
keep me in Countenance. The Time 
ſpent in my Study has been coped in 
confirming my own Faith againſt the er- 
roneous Opinions the Letter Writer has 
raked together, and then, in planning a 
Work to confirm my Brethren, All the 
| Reward Jever had, or ever expect to have 
here, is the Teſtimony of a good Conſcience 
within Doors, and a good Name without, 
The firſt no Man can take from me; the 
other, 


ris} 


other, this 1 Writer, in the moſt uns 


chriſtian Manner, has. attempted | to in- 
vade. 


— But I heartily forgive him: And 
inſtead of putting uncharitable Conſtru- 
ctions on his ſecret Intentions, will believe, 
tho I know no more of him than by his 
Letter, that he is ſincere, and only unhappi- 
ly agitated by a furious Zeal for the Cauſe 
of Gop and Religion; inſtead of think 
ing he ought to be hindered from any far, 
ther Advancement in the Church. If the 
Want of that be the Cauſe of his Spleen 
and Virulency, I heartily wiſh it may be 
ſpeedily removed: nay, that the Letter he 
has wrote againſt me, may contribute to- 
wards it. Inſtead of uſing any warm En- 
deavours to leſſen his Credit, which he pro- 
feſſes in ſo many Words to be his Purpoſe 
againſt me, I wiſh him all Increaſe of Re- 
putation and Honour: and inſtead of in- 
ſulting him with the Words he ſeems to 
apply to me, — I pray for the Forgiveneſs 
and Conver ſion of all bad Men, I will aſſure 
him, that I pray for him as a Brother. 
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Jil 1 have only one Word more to add: 
3:18 I have preſumed to appeal to the Public; 
Sil in a Matter indeed that little concerns it, 
| yet perhaps of ſome Moment in the Con- 


ſequence and Example. But whatever 
Neceſſity I now found myſelf under of not 
ſubmitting to ſo falſe a Charge, the Public 
| need not be under Apprehenſions that I 
'T ſhall ever give them a ſecond Trouble of 
f the ſame Kind. It muſt be ſome ſtrange 
Provocation indeed that can make me re- 
peat it. For if I can forgive Injuries of 
this Kind, it is ſure no hard Taſk to de- 
fpiſe 'em. In a Word; I have made my 
Defence againſt theſe Calumnies now once 
for all; and my Enemies muſt pardon 
me, if 1 decline to be drawn in, into a 
Controverſy of this Nature; or to be drawn 
of from the Subject I have commenced 
in Defence of Revelation. And, by the 
Grace of Gov, no uncbhriſtian Treatment 
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ſhall ever make me languid or remiſs in 
vindicating the Truth of the Chrifian 
Cauſe. Whether I am a weak Defender 
of Chriſtianity muſt be ſubmitted to the 

Judgment 
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judgment of the Public. But I ans jer- 
ſuaded that That Public will ſuſpend. all Sc- - 
verity of Judgment till they ſee the whole 
Performance: And then, I hope, thoſe 
who now think I have advanced a Paradex 
that cannot be ſu pported, will be of ano- 
ther Opinion. But if it ſhould not be my 
good Fortune to make out my Point to 
their Satisfaction, yet I ſhould hope they 
will paſs a more equitable Conftrudtion 
on the Attempt than the Letter Writer has 
thought fit to do; and make all favoura- 
ble Allowances for the Newneſs and Dif- 
ficulty of the Subject, and the many inci- 
dental Points touched upon, which will, 
1 hope, be thought by all Perſons of E- 
quity, Candor, and good — to have 


with — and, 1 bope I may do 
it with Modefty, that what 1 offer to — 
Public concerning * vine 


its firſt . — 7 as ſuch Things 
often ſtrike, which, upon Review, give no 
Satis faction. But this has been long the 
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Subject of my Thoughts; often laid by, 
and then again, ar proper Intervals, reſu- 


med, reviewed, and turned on all Sides. 
What then I have been in no Haſte to 


approve after carefully weighing and ex- 
amining every Part, I ſhall the e- 
quitable Reader will be in no Haſte to 
condemn or ſuſpect while he has ſeen on- 


ly one. 


4 


Lately publiſh'd by the Jame Author, 
yy HE Alliance between Church and State, or 
' the Neceſſity and Equity of an Eftabliſhed 
Religion and a Teft-Law, demonſtrated. 
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